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For the defendant-appellant-petitioner there were briefs and
oral argunent by Ellen Henak, assistant state public defender.

For the plaintiff-respondent the cause was argued by WIlIliam L.
Gansner, assistant attorney general, wth whomon the brief was
Peggy A. Lautenschl ager, attorney general.
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This opinion is subject to further
editing and nodification. The final
version wll appear in the bound
vol ume of the official reports.

No. 2003AP429-CR
(L.C. No. 2001CF5345)

STATE OF W SCONSI N : | N SUPREME COURT
State of W sconsin, Fl LED
Pl aintiff-Respondent,
V. MAR 15, 2007
Jeffr ey Townsend, Acti /r? Jdogkag?I gﬁrreme
Def endant - Appel | ant - Petiti oner. St P

REVI EW of a decision of the Court of Appeals. Disnissed as

i mprovi dently grant ed.

11 PER CURI AM Jeffrey Townsend petitioned this court

for review of a court of appeals decision State v. Townsend,

2006 W App 177, __ Ws. 2d __, 722 N.W2d 753, which affirned a
circuit court order denying his notion seeking to dismiss his
j udgnment of conviction on the ground that the State of Illinois
violated the statutory procedures of the Interstate Agreenent on
Det ai ners (1 AD). By order dated Cctober 10, 2006, this court
granted the petition for review to consider the appropriate
remedy for the State of Illinois' violation of the |AD. O al

argunent in this case was conducted on February 14, 2007.
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12 At the oral argunent, counsel for the parties inforned
the court that they believed the petitioner had absconded from
his supervision on parole on the conviction and sentence under
revi ew. The court directed the parties to confirm Townsend' s
status and to advise the court of the effect of that status on
hi s pending appeal . The parties confirmed that Townsend has
absconded from his parole supervision. Counsel for the
petitioner urged the court to retain the matter.

13 It is within the discretion of the court to refuse to
decide a crimnal appeal if the defendant cannot be nmade to

respond to the court's judgnent. See Smth v. United States, 94

US 97 (1876). Havi ng considered the matter, the court wll
dism ss the petition for review as inprovidently granted.
By the Court.—TFhe review of the decision of the Court of

Appeal s is dism ssed as inprovidently granted.
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